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REMARKS 

Favorable reconsideration of the application is respectfully requested in light of the 
amendments and remarks herein. 

Upon entry of this amendment, claims 1-15 will be pending. By this amendcc ent, claims 
1, 4, 5, and 10 have been amended, and new claims 12-15 have been added. 

Qbiections to the Specification 

In Section 1 of the Office Action, the Examiner has objected to the Title. As loted 
above, the title has been amended, thereby obviating this objection. Accordingly, it i j 
respectfiilly requested that this objection be withdrawn. 

$102 Reiection of Claims l-2> 5-6, and 8-11, 

In Section 3 of the Office Action, the Examiner has rejected claims 1-2, 5-6, snd 8-11 
under 35 U.S,C. §102(e) as being unpatentable over Mochizuki (U.S. Patent 6,097,814; 
hereinafter referred to as ^Mochizuki"). This rejection is respectfully traversed belov 

Regarding claim 1, cL'dm 1 has been amended and calls for: 



L (Currently Amended) A data transmitting and receiving system 
comprising a data transmitting apparatus and a data receiving 
apparatus, 

said data receiving apparatus having a reader for reading a 
recording medium with a recorded ID and control means^ 

said control means comprising means for controlling said 
reader to read a program and/or data from said recording mediimi 
and executing the program and/or processing the data if an ID 
designated by data received by said data receiving apparatus agrees 
with the recorded ID of said recording medium which is read by 
said reader; 
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wherein said received data designating the ID is received 
by broadcast 

Accordingly, in one aspect of claim 1, the data receiving apparatus receives ty broadcast 
data designating the ID. If the ID designated by the data received by broadcast agree s with the 
recorded ID read from the recording medium^ the control means of the data receiving apparatus 
causes the program to be read from the recording medium and executed. By using ai i ID in data 
received by broadcast and an ID read from recording medium, the data receiving app aratus can 
confirm the ID is proper without sending a request to a source, such as the data tcansi nitting 
apparatus. This advantageously allows the data receiving apparatus to avoid using t\ra- way 
communication with a source to confirm the ID. (See, e.g., the Specification of the p resent 
application at pages 8-9.) 

Claim 1 has been amended and so the arguments presented by the Examiner i a rejecting 
claim 1 in Section 3 of the Office Action do not appear to apply to amended claim L However, 
were the same arguments ap])lied to amended claim 1, it does not appear that those aj guments 
would establish how Mochizuki shows using ah ID that is designated by data receive 1 by 
broadcast as called for in amended claim 1 because it does not appear that the Exami ler's 
arguments address broadcasting data designating an ID. 

Accordingly, it is submitted that the rejection of claim 1 has been overcome and so the 
rejection of claim 2 that depends from claim 1 has also been overcome. 

Similar arguments apply to claims 4, 5, and 1 0, and so to claims 6 and 8-9 thf t depend 
from claim S, and to claim 1 1 that depends from claim 10. 

Based upon the foregoing, it is submitted that claims 1-2, 5-6, and 8-1 1 are m it 
anticipated by nor rendered obvious by the teachings of Mochizuki, as presented and referenced 
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by the Examiner. Accordingly, it is submitted that the Examiner^s rejection of claim s 1-2, 5-6, 
and 8-1 1 based upon 35 U.S.C* §102(e) im been overcome by the present remarks aid 
withdrawal thereof is respectfully requested. 



$103 Rejection of Claims 3 and 7 

In Section 5 of the OfBce Action, the Examiner has rejected claims 3 and 7 uader 35 
U.S.C. §l03(a) as being unpatentable over Mochizuki (U.S. Patent 6,097,814; hereinafter 
referred to as **Mochizuki'^. This rejection is respectfully traversed below. 

Claims 3 and 7 depend from claims 1 and 5, respectively. As discussed abovs, it is 
submitted that the rejections of claims 1 and 5 have been overcome. Therefore, it is .•espectftilly 
submitted that the rejections of claims 3 and 7 have also been overcome through the ispendence 
of claims 3 and7 on claims 1 and 5, respectively. 

Based upon the foregoing, it is submitted that claims 3 and 7 are not anticipai ed by nor 
rendered obvious by the teachings of Mochizuki, as presented and referenced by the Examiner. 
Accordingly, it is submitted that the Examiner's rejection of claims 3 and 7 based upon 35 
U.S.C, §103(a) has been overcome by the present remarks and withdrawal thereof is respectfully 
requested. 

New Claims 

New claims 12-15 depend from claims 1, 4, 5, and 10, respectively, As disci ssed above, 
it is submitted that the rejections of claims 1, 4, 5, and 10 have been overcome. Theiefore, it is 
submitted that claims 12-15 should be allowable. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, entry of this amendment, and the allowance of this spplication 
with claims 1-15 is respectfully solicited. 

In regard to the claims amended herein and throughout the prosecution of this 
application, it is submitted that these claims, as originally presented, are patentably di s tinct over 
the prior art of record, and thiU these claims were in fiill compliance with the lequirer lents of 35 
U.S.C. §112. Changes to these claims, as presented herein, are not made for the purp<ise of 
patentabiUty within the meaning of 35 U.S.C. §§101, 102, 103 or 112. Rather, these changes are 
made simply for clarification and to round out the scope of protection to which Appli.jants are 
entitled. 

In the event that additional cooperation in this case may be helpful to complet 5 its 
prosecution, the Examiner is cordially invited to contact Applicants' representative at the 
telephone number written below. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to charge any insufficient fees or cred it any 
overpayraent associated with the above-identified application to Deposit Account 50-0320. 

Respectfully submitted, 

FROMMER LAWRENCE & HA UG LLP 

By: HansTL Mahr, Reg. No. 46.138 for 

William S. Frommer 
Reg. No. 25,506 
(212) 588-0800 
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